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2. Review of Literature 
2.1. Principles of emergency communication planning 
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2.2. Public behaviour during emergency and social communication networks 
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2.3. Agent Based Modelling and Simulation (ABMS) 
142 M. Nagarajan et al. / Procedia Engineering 3 (2010) 139–152
 Author name / Procedia Engineering 00 (2010) 000 000  
3. Model Development 
Value min-max axiom
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Figure 1
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Figure 2. 
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threat proximity factor axiom
TPF = ef.d  (1) 
Corrected Assimilation time = Assimilation time * TPF 
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Figure 3. 
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4. Results and Discussion 
148 M. Nagarajan et al. / Procedia Engineering 3 (2010) 139–152
 Author name / Procedia Engineering 00 (2010) 000 000  
Average percentage of houses informed for various defaulter %
Defaulter houses in %
Ho
us
es
 in
fo
rm
ed
 (%
)
Figure 4.
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5. Comparison of Different Scenarios 
 
6. Conclusions and Further Scope of Research 
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